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Dear Mzt. Jordan:

This office represents Linda McMahon (“Ms. McMahon”), Linda McMahon for

Senate 2010, Ine. (“McMahon Campaign”), and Rob Jentgens as Treasurer
" (collectively ‘Respondents ") in the nbove-capuoned MUR.

We have reviewed the Complaint filed on December 6, 2010 by Nancy DlNatdO,

Chair-of the Connecticut Democratic State Central Gommittee (“Complainant™). The
Complaint alleges with no supporting evidence that certain corporate activities and
commugications undertaken by World Wrestling Eatertainment, Inc. ("WWE”) wete

coordinated with the Respondents, thereby resulting in WWE making prohibited:

corporate in-kind contributions to the McMahon Campaign.

The allegasiens in the Complaint have no basis in law or fact. As is detailed below;
the Cosmpletit contains ezroneous amd speculative allegations thet fail to state a claim
that a violation har ocoumed. In adiition, neardy all of the WWE corporate
promotional activities and communications that the Complainant alleges were
coordinated with the Respandents were not prhlic communications and therefore did
not constitute eoordinated communications as a matter of law. Morzeover, the WWE
corporate promotional activities and communicitions at issue did not satisfy the
content standards in the Commission’s coordinated ‘commiimnications regulations.

_ Accordingly, the Commission should find no reason to believe that a violation

occurred and should promptly dismiss the Complaint.
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TIH LAI

" The Complaint speculates with no credible evidence that WWE made prohibited corporate in-kind

contsbxtions in the form af coordinated commuaicatians to the McMahon Campaign in wiclation
of the Federal Electioca Campaign Act of 1971, as ameaded (“FECA” or “Act”), and Commission

. regulations concerning: (1) WWE's “Stand Up for WWE” online promotianal program; (2) 2 WWE

television advertisement disseminated in October 2010 that highlighted WWE'’s longstanding
involvement with the "Make-A-Wish” Foundation; (3) WWE's “Fan Appreciation Day” event held
in Hactford, CT on October 30, 2010; and (4) WWE's “SmackDown” television episode that was
recorded in Bridgeport, CT on November 2, 2010. See Complaint et 1-2.' The Complaimt baldly
asserts that illegal coanlinatienr must have takea place baswveer, WWE mid the McMakson Cansgmign
regarding the foregaiag WWE corporate acticities and communicasions hecause “fijc is
inconceivaide rinat thie major, compreheanive, and puhlic effort . . . was not undesaken ia

- - -—coandination.with Linds.McMahon’s.Seaate Campaiga.”. Id-at-2.. The Complainint’s.allegations are. . . . ..

based upon rank speculation and innuendo and are not supported by any credible factual evidence.

I. Lmda McMahon

Ms. McMahon was the Republican nominee for U.S. Senator from Connecticut in 2010. Together
with her hasband, Vince McMahon, Ms.- McMahon helped build WWE into an enormously

successful publicly-traded sports eatertainment corporation. Ms. McMahon was Chief Execuuve
Officer of WWE from 1980 — 2009.

Ms. McMahon filed a Stateznent of Candidacy with the FEC on September 16, 2009 and resigned as
CEO of WWE that mme day. Since steppidg down 2s WWE’s CRO, Ms. McMahon has not played
a role in the mansgement or opesatiaas of the company. :

At Ms. McMahon's insistenea, the McMahon Campaigr, deciined to ascept any castributians from
political action committees amd only accepted contrbutions fram individuals up to $100 per
election. Remaining free fram outside interests was so important to Ms. McMahon that she
personally financed nearly all of her U.S. Senate campaign.

1 The Complaint fails to include numbered pages. All citations herein to the pages of the Complaint are based upon our
own page numbering.
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IL:  Vince McMahon

V.ince McMahon is the hisband of Ms. McMahon. Vince McMahon is the Chairman of WWE and
assumed the role of CEQ in 2009 following Ms. McMahan's resignation from the company.

1L WWE “Stand Up for WWE” Online Promotional Ptogtam

On Octobar 18, 2010, WWE annonoced the launch of its “Smad Up for WWE” corporate
promotional program. In annduncing the promotional program, Vince McMahori reportedly
indiected tmt the U.S. Senate Campsaigo involving Ms. MoMahmn md Senmor Blumenthal had
gememted inzcournte and negative attacks on WWE nnel that the oromational effart was designod to
pear WWE'’s fans to respond to the attacks and set the record stmight about the compaeny. Ses
Complaint at 2 (guoting in full the “Stand Up for WWE” introductety online video). According to

"7+ a  WWE press ‘telease, the ¢ompaiiy’s” promoticndl ‘effort wis to Consife pomusily of Itefnet

communicatons, including “WWE.com and social networking websites, including Facebook,
YouTube and Twitter,” and the online social medja campaign’s purpose was to “invite[] fans to
vaice their support for the company besause it has come under unfair and biased attack from certain
politicians and media cutlets. WWE will correct factual inaccuracies that lave been reported abuut
the company during thiy eloction séason.” Press Release, World Wrestling Entesminment, Inc., Fans
“Stand Up for WWE* (Oct. 18, 2010) (Elhn\'kt 1). The Octobet 18, 2810 WWE puess oefuuso stuted

) thlt the company’s Iintaet videos:

will feature Vince McMahan, WWE Chairman and CEO, along with several WWE
Superstars discussing various topics including WWE’s PG content, tregtment of
WWE’s full-time employees and its performers, and WWE’s Talent Health and
"Wellness Program. In addition, the videos will highlight WWE’s longstanding
commitment to give back to communities through literacy programs, support of the
militzgy and their families, the angual *Tribute To The Troops” holiday special and
the company’s more than 25 year relationship with the Make-A-Wish Foundation.

"I,

IV. WWE “Make-A-Wish” Foundation Television Advertisement

During October 2010, WWE sponsored a television advertisement publicizing and highlighting
WWE's longstanding involvement with the “Make-A-Wish” Foundation. See Video, WWE
Supports the Make-A-Wish Foundation, Oct. 14, 2010, http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=
S7fndsZbP98 (last accessed Feb. 4, 2011). Tke talevision ndvesrtisement was produced by WWE
personnel with footage obtained from film archives of WWE's corporate history.

Yala
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V.  WWE “Fan Appreciation Day” Event

On Septembe: 30, 2010, WWE ahfiounced that it would hold 2 “Fan Appreciation Day” event in
Hirtford, Connecticat on October 30, 2010 “[a}s 2 way to thenk its loyal fans.” Press Release,
World Wrestling -Entertainment, Inc., Fan Appreciation Day Saturday October 30* in Hartford
(Sept. 30, 2010) (Exhibit 2). Ms. McMahon did not attend the event nor was her name or candidacy

- mentioned at the event. Sez Christopher Keating, WWE Show: Vince McMabon Encourages Fans to Vote

Twesday; Does Not Mention Linda’s Ran for U.S. Senate, CONN. CGURANT, Oct. 30, 2010 (Exhibic.3).
Vince McMshen spoke at the event and is repoited ta have said that “[sJome people may think I

" was going to talk about politics today. . ... Nothing could be further from the truth.” Id

VI. WWE "SmackDown” Television Episode

. =--aimaay,-=r§mert-‘zoi&;wwa--mz&aw episode ‘of its ‘onoify- “SmickDown?

television series in Bridgeport, Connecticut. Upon information and belief, WWE “SmackDown”
episodes are .regularly recorded on Tuesdays in front of a live audience and are subsequently
broadcast at a later time. WWE has historically recorded numerous television shows in Bridgeport,
Conrrecticut as paxt of its towx. S«, 28, Noah Stazr, Arena Report — Arena at Harbor Yard, \WWE.com,
Apr. 9, 2007 (Exhibit 4); Andrew Rote, /Arena Repert — Arena at Harber Ygd, WWE com, Aug. 21,
2006 (Exhibit 5).

_ M's. McMabzn did not attend the WWE “SmackDown” episode that was recorded in Bridgeport.

Contrary to the innuendo in the Complaint, the taping of WWE’s “SmackDown” episode in
Bridgeport did not intecfere with any voting activities on Election Day. In fact, published reports

' indicate that the most significant election day issue that took place in Bridgeport resulted from the

local government’s failure to print a sufficient number of paper ballots for voters, which prompted
the locai courts to extend the polling hours to accommodate the ballot shortage and long votes lines
at the polls. Sec Bridgeport Chaos: 21, 000 Ballots Readied for 69,000 Registered Voters, CONN.
POST, Nov. 3, 2010 (Exhibit 6). - .

THEIAW

The Complaint alleges that WWE made prohibited corporate in-kind contributions to the McMshon
Campaign under FECA and Commission regulations in the form of coordinated communications..

See Complaint at 1-2.

Commission regulations provide that “[a] payment for a coordinated communication is made for the
purpuse of influencing a Federal election, axnd is an in-kind comtribution under 11 C.F.R. § 100.52(d)

Snnde
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to the candidate . . . .” 11 C.F.R § 109.21(b)(1).> Under Commission regulations, “[cjoordinated
menns mada in cooperation, ansultation or concert with, or at the sequast or suggestion of, a
candidate, a candidate’s authorized commities, or a political partycom:mm’ oz 20 ageat of agy of
these antities. 11 CF.B. § 109.20(a).

. Pursuant to the Commission’s coordinated communications regulations, a communication is

deemed to be coordinated if it satisfies all elements of a three-pronged test:

(1) The conmmonicato:x must be: paid for, in srhole dr in part, by 3 peoson other than a
candidate, the candidate’s authorized committee, or a political party committee;

(2) The enmmuuiication soust satisfy at lest one of the cantent standasds set focth 2t 11
C.F.R. § 109.21(c); and

(3" Th“ corii
C.ER. §109.21(d).

See 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(a).

In order for the content, prong to be satisfied, the communication must first be considered a public

- commmication. A publia communication is defined as:

8 commuricatine by means of any broadoast, cahle, or satellite communication,
newspaper, magazine, outdoor advertising facility, mass mailing, or telephone bank
to the general public, or any other form -of general public political advertising. The
term general public political advertising shall not include communications over the
Interet, except for communications placed for a fee on another person’s Web site.

11 C.ER. § 100.26.

A public communication satisfies the coatent prong of the Commission’s coordinated
communications regulations when the communication:

2 Following the 2010 election cycle, the Commission promulgated new coordinated comriwnications xeguhuons which
weat into effect on December 1, 2010 and apply to activity occucring after that date. SnFMM:udE@Msmd
Justification: Coordinated Cnmuz'mh‘an, 75 Fed. Reg. 55947 (Sep. 15, 2010). Because the activity at issue here occurred
before December 1, 2010, the Commission’s then-existing coordinated communications regulations apply to this mattex.
Unless otherwise noted, all citations herein are to the Commission’s coordinated communications regulations in effect
during the 2010 election cycle.

n"visust-satisfy gt Ieast oné-of the conduct stindaerds set fort at- 1% - -~ - -
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‘e Constitutes 2n electioneering communication under 11 C.FR. § 100.29;

¢ Disseminates, distributes, or republishes, urwhole or in part, campaign materials prepared by
a candidate or thie candidate’s authorized committee;-

e  Expressly advocates the election ot defeat of a cleadly identified federal candidate; o

® Refers w a clearly ideatified U.S. House of U.S. Senate candidate and is publicly distributed
or otherwise publicly disseminated in the clearly identified candidate’s jurisdiction 90 days or
fewer biedore the dlensly identified candidate’s general, special, or reaoff election, or primary
or predsveece lection.

See 11 C.ER. § 109.21(c)(1)-(4).

-l - e -

DISCUSSION

I The Complaint Contains Rank Speculation and Innuendo and Should be Dismissed
on this Basis Alone :

The Complamt fiéls to meet the Conunission’s well-establisked “rexson to believe” standasd beaause
the Complaint’s allegations 2re based upon pure speculation and the Complainant fails to include
any credible evidence in support of the allegations.  The Comphainant baldly speculates that illegal
coordination must have taken place i this matter becanse “[ijt is inconceivable that this major,
camprehensive, and public effort [by WWE] . . . was not undertaken in coordination with Linda

.McMghon’s Senate Campaign.” Complaint at 2.

However, a “rexson to believe™ fisding is appropriate only when a complaint sets forth specific facts
that, if prowen true, would constisute a violation of the Act. See 11 CFR. § 111.4(d). The
Commisnicn has easplasizad mpentedly that “{ujavetranted legal conclusions from asserted facts, ot
mere speculation, will not be accepted as true.” Statement of Reasons, MUR 4960 (Hillary Rodham
Clinton for U.S. Semate Explomeory Corraitter) at 2 (De: 21, 2000) (imnmal citatinns camisted). Se
alv Staement of Reasons, MUR 5141 (Moran for Congress) at 2 (Maz. 11, 2002) (“This

Cammission finding requires an affirmetive vate of favr of its mwembess and is proper canly if a

? An dlextidnesring commmisiécsBon “mensrs zay buuzdcast, cable, or satellite comtmunication thae (1) Refors to a deady
dmuﬁedun-:!!dneforl’uleulofﬁce;ﬂ)IspuﬁdydsmbmdmdlméﬂdlyshefomapwddemEuxtheoﬂice
sought by the candidate; or within 30 days before a primary or prefesence «lection, or a convention or caucus of a
political party thet has authurity ® nominate a candidate, afid the eedidate referenced is seeking the somination of that

political party; and (3) s tacgeted to the relevant electorate, in the case of a candidate for Senate or the House of
Representatives.” 11CFR.§10029(:)
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complsint sets forth sufficient specific facts, which, if proven true, would coristitute a violation of
the Act. A comphint’s unwarmated legal conchuions fum asscrted, facts will not be ancepted ns
true.”) (intuml citations omitted); Statement of Reasons, MURs 5540, 5545, 3562, 2nd 5570 (CBS
and Sinclait) at 3 (July 12, 2005) (“[B]ecuse the complaint was wholly. speculative whee filed, it
should have been rejected on that basis alone.”); Statement of Reasons, MUR 3534 (Bibleway
Church of Atlas Road) at 2 (Oct. 7, 1993) (“Several reasons supported our decision [to dismiss the
complaint]. First, the complaint was quite vague regarding the content of the literature, who may
have distributed it, and o whom it was allegedly given. Second, thois. was a lack of evidence
indicating the literuture was distibuted on behalf of the Bibleway Church oz at its expense.”).*
Mogeovet, “[clomplaiats siot bised upon perscuml kiowlixdge mmumst idesify 4 sousve of mfaxmation

. thme emmrably gives rice to 2 belief in the tath of the alletions presente . . . . Statemment of

Reaoans, MUR 4960 (Hillary Rodham Clinton for U.S. Senate Explomtozy Cmmttee) at 1.2 (Dec.
21, 2000 @nmalumuons omiced). S ok 11 CFR. § 11.4(9)-

B The Compiamt contains hr.tle more than 1dlc spec\ﬂauon md mnuendo, mcludmg the :ema:kable.

assertion that becwnse Ms. McMahon was formetly the CEO of WWE, WWE mwst have illegally
coordinated the vatious corporate promotional activities and communications at issue with the

McMahon Cinnpaign. The Commission bas summurily sejected complaints in dhie past that were
" baed upuou such innuendo and speculatiou and the Complnnt should be promptly dismissed ou this

baim dom:

_IL  Thereis No Reason to Belicve That WWE Made Prohibited Coordinated

Communications on Behalf of the McMahon Campaign

The Complainant’s allegauon that the WWE corporste promotional activities and communications

at issue constituted coordimted communications on behalf of the McMahon Campaign is based
largely upon the fact that Ms. McMakon is e former CEO -of WAVE, Ms. McMahon is a current
WWE shareholder, and Ms. McMahon’s husband is the cuttent CEO of WWE. See Complaint at 1.
From theae untemarkable facts, the Complainant blithely alleggs, wtithour aay facmal corsobomtion
or k:gni supmient, that the Ruspondenm iflegally coemlismend with WWE based upon Me. hicMnhon’s
“cliose personal, fainilisl, anat firancial connection to the WWR.” Complaint at 3.

4 Se¢ alro Statement of Reasons of Commissioner David M. Mason, MUR 5338 (The Leadecship Forum) at 3 (Apz. 28,
2003) {"The ome mon-spécific article cited in the FGCR (and indeed other speculative reports submitted with the
complaint) falls 1o wrovide support fax a finfing of RTB by tke Carunistion in the face of the spexifit antt documented
denials of the allegations by all parties involved. . . ."); First General Counsel's Report, MUR 4545 (Clinton/Gore *96
Primary Committee and Amtrak) at 17 (Apr. 12, 2000) (“While the available evidence is inadequate to determine whether
the costs of the Train Trip were properly paid, the complainaat’s allegations are not sufficient to support a finding of

mtobelavednnhe?mmtyComnumeonh:UmmdSmmGovemmtmhudtheFECA Macching Payments
Act ar the Commission's regulations.”).




1104483032443

(R 1

JefES. Jordan, Esq

. February 4, 2011
Page 8

The Comphint’s allegations are utterly baseless. As is demiled below, there is no reason to believe
that WWE made prohibited coosdinated communications am behalf of the McMahon Campaign
bemmse neatly ol of the WWE aativities identified in thé Comphint wese not public
communications within the mreaning of Commission regulations and therefore comld not have
constituted coordinated communications as a matter of law. Moreover, even if the WWHE activities
at issue had constituted public communications, the content prong of the Commission’s coordinated
communications regulations was not satisfied.

A The Vast Majority of WWE Activities At Issuc Were Not Public

Communications and Therefore Could Not Have Constituted Coordinated
Communications

In orde: for an activity or communication to po;entklly constimt:e a pzohibiued coo:dinalr.d

C.ER. § 100.26. Apnbhccemmumuuon:sdcﬁned as:

a communication. by mmns of any broadcast, cable, or satllite communieation,
newspaper, magazine, outdoor adwortiring facility, mass mailing, oz telephone bank
to the geaeral public, or any other form of general public political advertising. The
term general public political advestising shull net inclade comsnunicativus over the
Intnmet, except for comnmnications pleced for a fee on unother pensan’s Web stre.

11 C.ER § 100.26.

A fiumber of the WWE ¢osponite promotioms] activities and commrunientions ideutifind in the
Complaint did not satisfy the definition of a public communication and therefore could not have
coastituted coozdinatéd communication as a matter of law. For example, the “Stand Up for WWE”
cotporate promotional program, which the Complainant describes as a “political campaign and
rapid-response news media operation,” was primarily a social media campaipn consisting of press
releases, commumications using WWE’s own-website, and eommunications involving Interner social
nawwotking tools, such £s YouTube, Twitter, xnd Facebook. Se¢ Comnplamt at 2. The Cwnplaint
citey to WWE’s own press refedscs announcing the vnriaes corpowate pomtional wfforts abd
initiatives, which clessly describie an Internet-based program and ako uster to WWE's “Stead Up fo2
WWE” webpage on the company’s website. However, these vadous WWE oanline promotional
activities did not and coukl not constitute caordinated communications because they were not
public communications under Commission regulations. Se¢ 11 C.F.R. § 100.26 (excluding from the
definiion of a public communication “communications over the Intemet, except for
commemications placed for a fee on mmother person’s Web sue")
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Moreover, WWE’s “Fan Appreciation Day” event held in Hartford, Connecticut on October 30,

. +4,-2010 wns a corporate promntionsl cvent similar to eventn spansaced bywthar aorparstions acrass
" the comntry; accoedingly, the evenr diti 20t constitute a pnblie cammuifiieaion under 11 C.FR.
§100.26. Similaly, the taping of the WWE “SmackDDown” episade in Bridgeport, Cannecticut on
November 2, 2010 was merely a public taping session for the company, and the Complaiat fails even

" to allege—let alone identify—any public communications under 11 C.F.R. § 100.26 that occurred in

110443683444 .

connection with the taping session.

Nome of the forgoing WWE epzpate promotional activitics and communications could have
qualified as prohibited coordinated communications on behalf of the McMahon Campaign because
they did not constitute public commumimans wder 11 C.F.R. § 100.26; tive Cammissivn shanld
find mo mason to belizve a violatiom occumed rmegaoding all of these WWE activities and
cotomummtians an this baris alone Tha ane remaining communication at issae—WWE’s
e o= .. —television advestisement highlighting. the company’s. langstanding mvolvement with.and support of
the “Make-A-Wish” Foundation—did qualify as a public communication under Commission

regulations. However, as is demonstrated in Part I1.B.below, WWE’s television advertisement and
the other WWE activities and communications at issue failed, to satisfy any of the content standards
in the Commission’s coordinated conmmunications regulations.

B. The WWE Activities and Commmcauons Identified in the Complaint Did
Not Trigger Any of the Content Standacds

A public communication satisfies the content prong of the Commission’s coordinated
commuanication regulations if the public communication: - -

Constitutes an electioneering communication under 11 C.FR. § 100.29;

Détseminzes, distribaztes, ot nepnhhsh:s in whaile or in'part, campaign materials prepared by
a candidate or the candidate’s authorized committee;

Expressly advocates the election or defeat of 2 clea.:ly identified federal candidate; or
Refers to a clearly identified House or Senate candidate and is publicly distributed or
otherwise publicly disseminated in the clearly identified candidate’s jurisdiction 90 days ot

fewet before the clearly identified candidate’s general, special, or runoff election, or primary
or preference election. :

See11 C.ER. § 109.21(S)(1)-(4). |
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1 The Republication Content Standard Was Not Met

S i W
Ther€omplainant does not allege and there is no evidence that WWE disseminated, distributed, or -
repwhlished, in whole oz in part, any matexials prepared by the McMshen Campaign. - Accardingly,

there is no reason to believe that the tepubhcanon content standard set fo:th at Section 109 21(c)(2) -
was implicated.

2. The Express Advocacy Content Standard Was Not satisfied
a. There Was No Expeegs Advacacy Undes Section 100.22(a)

Whether a public communication satisfies the content standard set forth at Section 109.21(c)(3)
turns on whether the communication contins express advocacy. Section 100.22(s) of the

---_Gommsm;mgulgummmthatacommmmnonconamsnp:esaadvmﬁghe_...-' \

communication uses certain bright-line words or phrases:

Expressly advocating means any communication thit—(s) Uses phrases such as “vote
for the President” “re-elect your Congressman” “support the Democratic
nominee,” “cast your ballot for the Republican challenger for U.S. Senate in
Georgia,” “Smith for Congress,” “Bill McKay in '94," “vote Pro-Life” or “vote Pro-
Chigice” sm:ompunieti- by a listing of cleedy idemified candidates desariised 2s Pro-
Life or Poo-Choice, “vore :gimn Old Hickory,” “defmt” atcanpanied by a pictute
of ore or mate cendidate(s), “reject the incumbent,” or cammmnications of

"-campaign slogan(s) or individual word(s), which in context can have no other
reasonable meaning than to urge the election or defeat of one or more clearly .
identified candidate(s), such as posters, bumpeér stickers, advertisements, etc. which
say “Nixon’s the One,” “Carter 76,” “Reagan/Bush” or “Mondale!”

11 CER § 100.22(a) (emphasis in original). This section of the Commission’s regnifatieras is trawn
directly fram the fiupxarne Conrt’s aling in Breckley 5. Valo, 424 US. 1 (1976), dnd & conomonly
reférred to as the “magic words test.”

mmmmmmmlmmmmmukm&dmtmﬂyndwuu
the election or.defeat of a cleatly identified federal candidate under Section 100.22(2) of the
Commission’s regulations. Apart from Vince McMahon'’s announcement of the program that

- referenced the adverse publicity for WWE that the campaign between Senator Blumenthal and Ms.

McMahon had generated, the “Stand Up for WWE” promotional program, which was a social
media campaign primarily consisting of Internet communications and press relesses,-did not even
reference or identify Ms. McMahon, the McMalian Canspaign, or Senztor Blumenthal, let alone
coutin expreas advocacy under 11 CF.R. §100.22(z). Moreover, there is no evidence that Ms.
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McMashon, the McMahon Campaign, or Senator Blumenthal were referenced or identified durting
cither the VAWE “Fan Appreriation Day” Event: heid in Hartford, Compactizut on Ocmbm 18,
2010, os the WWE “SmackDown” episode tecorded in Bridgepest, Connecticut on Noveinber 2,
2010; accordingly, neither of these activities contined expeess advocacy communicatioms pursuaat
to 11 C.F.R §100.22(). In addition, although the WWE “Make-A-Wish” Foundation television
advertisement disseminated in October 2010 did include a fleeting image of Ms. McMahon that
appeared on screen for less than one second, the television advertisement did not mention Ms.

‘McMshon’s mxme, did ot reference Ms. McMahon's Senate candidacy or sny other Sederal

candidate, did mot mitxence an siectian, a0 cozmined no elevtersl suvocacy whuwoewer. Seo Video,
WWE Supparts dic Make-A-Wish Foundntion, Oct. 14, 2010, http://www.youtube.com /match?v=
S7fouisZhP98 (lant secensad Feb. 4, 2011). Fieally, the WWE corporate sctiviter and
commemicatiaas ideptified in the Comploint did not commain any campaign slogan an individual

: wo:ds"nrhlchmconmxzcanhavenoo:he:reuomlﬂemcmmgr&mnmu:gethcelemnnn:defat

Of ang"or fiorE clearly idémsified-¢andidates.” 11-€.F.R.-§ 100. 22@)

Inlightofthefozegoing,the:eisnomsonmbdievematdncexpressadvocacyconwntsmdud
was satisfied regarding any of the WWE corporate activities and communications at issue. -

b.  Given that Multiple Federal Courts Have Struck Down Section
. 160.22(b) as Uncoustitutional, It Should Not Be Apphed
Against Respondents

Section 100.22(b) of Commission :eguhﬁoﬁs states that expressly advocating includes any
commumcauon that:

When mkenas awholemdvmhhmmdrefuencetoexmalevmu,suchas the
‘proximity to the election, could only be intetpreved by a reasonsble person as
containing advocacy of the election or defeat of one or more cleuly identified
candidate(s) because—

.(1) The electoral postiom of the corammnicasion is \mmsstzktble, unambiguans, Ind
suggestive of only one meaning; and

(2) Reasonable minds could not differ as to whether it encourages actions to elect or
defeat one or more clearly identified candidate(s) or encourages some other kind of
action,

11 CFR. § 100.22(b).
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Vice Chair Hunter and Commissionets McGahn and Petetsen have noted that Section 100.22(b) has
had a “chexkared hintnry” and that “partions of sectiem 100.22~-nsmaly, subarction (b)}—haxe beeg:
held uncoartituticoid by every Fedexad coust thet has considenet the regulmiion on its merits.”
Staseunent of Ressons of Vice Chairman Matthew S. Petersen and Commissioners Caroline C.

" Hunter and Donald F. McGahn, MURs 5694 and 5910 (Americans for Job Security) at 2, 7. fn. 26

(Apr. 27, 2009) See ¢.g., Maine Right to Life Comm., Ini. v. Fed. Election Comm’n, 914 F. Supp. 8 (D. Me.),
affd per curiam, 98 F.3d 1 (1st Cir. 1996), crrt. demied, 522 U.S. 810 (1997) (“MRLC"); Fed. Election
Comm’n v. Christian Action Network, Inc., 110 F.3d 1049 (4th Cir. 1997) ("CAN IT"); Virginia Soc’y for
Human Life, Inc. ». Fed. Election Comw's, 263 F.3d 379, 367-88 (4th Ci. 2001) (noting that in the wake
of MRLC and CAN II the Commission veted unanimously not to enforce Section 100.22(b) in the
First aad Fourth Circuitn); Right o0 Life of Datchess Co., Inc., v. Fed. Election Comat'n, 6 F. S 2d 248,
253 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (11 C.ER. §100.22(b)’c definticion of ‘express advoracy’ is aat mthorined by
FECA, 2 US.C. § 441b, 25 that statuta has been interpreted by the Unied Statss Supreme Court in

- “MCFE and- Buckly v. Vilea”). " Given -that' multiple- federat cotttts have- struck down--Section:

100.22(b) as unconstitutional, and given that the Commission itself has prudently chosen not to
enforce Section 100.22(b) in the First and Fourth Circuits, the Commission should exercise the same
prudence in this matter and not seek to apply Section 100.22(b) in this matter.

Even if Section 100.22(b) wem ronstitutionad, the WWE rmporste prorooticod setivitian aml
commmuicacions at issuc did mue contmin® express ndworacy umder thie segulativn. FThe Commission
emphasized when it promulgated Section 100.22(b) that in order for the regulation to be triggered,
“the eincrral paction of the enmmunicatos nmsat be uanismkable, unamhbigaous and suggantive of
only one meaning, and rersanble minds could not differ as to whsthne it encoursges alection or
defeat of candidates or some other type of non-election action.” Final Rules and Explanatios and
Justification for Express Advocacy; Indspendent Expenditures; Corporate and Labor Organization
Expenditures, 60 Fed. Reg. 35292, 35295 (Jul, 6, 1995). The Commission slso made clear that
“[cJommunications discussing or commenting on a candidate’s character, qualifications, or
accomplishments are considered express advocacy under new section 100.22(b) if, in context, they
have no other reasonuble meaning $ian to cncourags actious to elect or defeut the candidate in
quesdon.” fd In MURs 5695 and 5910 (Americans for Job Security), Vice Chrir Hunter and
Conmrinsonery MeGahn and Petersen empinsbind tost “ftjhe plain langnago of sectizgs 100.22(b)
lirnitn itm reach o tpooch thet ‘aculd only he ititerpuated by x musonshie peman 4 comaining
advaoacy of tic -election ar defent of onr or mame tlessdy idenifted candidate(s) becamse the
‘electomu] pertion” is ‘uamistakable, uwambiguous, and suggestive of only ons meaning.™ Statement
of Ressons by Vice Chaieman Matthew S. Petersen and Commissioners Hunter and McGaba,

_ MURs 5694 and 5910 (Americans for Job Security) at 8 (Apr. 27, 2009) (quating 11 C.F.R.

§ 100.22(b)). The Commissioners also noted that:
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[Tlke standard for ‘express advocacy’ is mot whethet a communication might
somehwnw be sead mswcampaign-related, or whethen suzh 2 resding is a remsonable, or
pechaps wven the miit reasonabie, interpremtion. Instead, 2a long as ‘ressamshle
minds’ can plausibly interpret an ad in some way other than as encouraging actions
to elect or defeat a cleadly identified federal candidate, the ad does not contain
‘express advocacy’ as defined by section 100.22(b). This is so even in cases where 2
communication ‘discusses or comments on a candidate’s character, qualifications, or
accomplishments.’ ' ‘

Id. (citations amiteed). “Tﬁr, section 100.22(b), even though somewhat broader than section 100.22(a), still sets
a very high bar” Id. (emphasis added).

Most fugdamentally, for Section 100, 2(b) to be implicated, 2 communication must contsin

. “advocacy. of: the. glection, or defeat of ome or_mors clearly identified federal candidates” 11 CER.

§ 100.22(b) (emphasis added). Howevet, as was outlined above, the “Stand Up for WWE” online
promotional program once it was launched did not even reference ar identify Ms. McMahon ‘or
Senator Blumenthal. Similacly, WWE's “Fan Appreciation Day” held in Hartford, Connecticut
likewise did not refexence ot identify Ms. McMahon or Senator Blumenthal and instead consisted of
a “WWE Sopershow' featoring Superstars from both the Rew md SmwckDown bracds.” Press
Relemn, ‘World \Crestling Eatertalmmens, Inc., Fan Apprecistion Day Saturday October 30* in
Hartford (Sept.. 30, 2010) (Exhibit 2). Moreaves, the WWE “SnuckDown” televisiesx episode
recorded in Bairigepart, Conneetinut was strictly corparate in mutete snd neither Ms. McMahon nor
Sanatar Blumenthal were mentioged or identified. The “SmackDown” event, which was 2 television
episode recorded in front of a live audience and subsequently hroadcast on the Friday aftez Election
Day, was an ordinary, regularly-scheduled recording of a television show. A WWE episode
summary indicates that the event focused on severl different wrestling matches, including “the
biggest 10-Man Tag Team Match in SmackDown history, with the blue brand claiming victory.”
Mitch Passero, Reswlts: Yellow, Biack and Blue, WWE.com, Nov. 5, 2010 (Exhibit 7).

Iz light of the foregoing, neither the “Staad Up for WWE” promotional progma,.the WWE “Fan
Appeediation Day” event, nor the WWE “SowckDown” eslavision apisode conmined express
advacacy undec Section 100.22(b) bacause none of thess carporate activities and conmmumt:ons
contained a reference to a clearly identified federal candidate.

The WWE “Make-A-Wish” Foundation television advertisement did include a fleetim image of Ms.

McMahon'’s likeniess that appeared on screen for less than a second. However, this communication
did not constitate express advocacy uader Section 100.22(b) becanse the communication did not

_ contaiu an “unmiseikable” and “unambigeous™ messuge urging revipieats to vote for or against any

federal candidate. Rather, the television advertisement highlighted and publicized WWE’s
longsmnding support of and relationship with the Make-A-Wish Foundatdon during a time when

1§
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WWE was facing public criticism sad numerous public attacks. Ser Video, WWE Supports the
Make-A-Wish Foundation, Oct. 14,.2010, http://www.youtnbe.com/ watch?v=S7findeZbP98 (last
accessed Feb. 4, 2011). Wk3e Ms. McMahan’s lileness did appear in the television advertisement
for a fleeting moment, the message of the television advertisemont was clearly charitable 2ad not
electoral in nature and in no way contained expzass advocacy under Section 100.22(b).

3. The Content Standard for Referencing a Federal Candldate 90 Days
Before An Election Was Not Met

Although all of the WWE corpomte p:omoﬂ'nmtl activities and commuaications identified in the
Commplaint occurred within 90 days of the November 2010 general election, it is important to
reitemate that anly one of the WWE aativities end commmunticationa #t issie ewea potemially identified
a fedesal candidate, which is a strict pneteqmm: ﬁn smfymg the cmdadane—m&..tm rontesnt

" standard in IT'C.E.R. § 109.21(c)(4) ().

As was described above, once it was initiasd the “Stand Up for WE” online p:omouonal
progz=mm did not reference or ideztify Ms. McMahon or Senator Blumenthal in any fashion
whatsoever. Rather, the “Stand Up.for WWE” promotional program featured videos of “Vince
McMahon, WWE Clzirenan and CEO, aleng with severul other WWE Superstars discussing: vatious
topicy &cluding WWE's PG aonteat, treatmant of WWE'’s full-time empioysus and its purformses,
and WWE's Talent Health and Welkmss Program.” Press Release, Wotld Wresting Encesninnmse,
Inc., Faas “Stand Up for WWE” (Qct. 18, 2010) (Exhitsis 1).

_ Similarly, WWE’s “Fan Appreciation Day” held in Hartford, Connecticut did not reference or

identify Ms. McMahon or Senator Blumenthal in any manner and instead focused on thanking
WWE’s fans. In anmouncing the event, Vince McMahon explained:

With its headquartsirs lonated in Connectitut since 1983, WWE has & strong histony
and a large and lcynl fan base theough the state #nd speaifivally in Kartford, whici
hosted WresticMeiiia XE as well 23 vountless sold-aur Baw sid SmmckDown events.

. . We look forward to thanlnng our fans for their continued support and loyalty on
Octobmr 30th.

Press Release, World Wrestling Entertainment, Inc., Fan Appreciation Day Saturday October 30* in
Hartford (Sept. 30, 2010) (Exhibit 2). News report confirm that the event did not reference Ms.
McMahon or Senator Blumenthal and that Vince McMahon flatly stated that the event was not
political in nature. See Christopher Keating, WWE Show: Vinee McMabon Encoxrages Fans to Vote
Tuesday; Does Not Mention Linda’s Run for U.S. Semats, CONN. COURANT, Oct. 30, 2010 (Exhibit 3)
(“Some people may think I was goimg to talk about politics today. . . . Nothing could be furcher from
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the truth. . . . I came out here to simply say thank you. . . . That's what this day is all about. It
about fn appreciation. No one appreciates the furs niore thae World Wreatling Entetteinmant.”).

In addition, the WWE “SmackDown” television episode recorded in Bridgeport, Connecticut did

" not reference or identify Ms. McMahon or Senator Blumenthal in any way. - The episode, which was °

recorded in front of a live audience dnd subsequently broadcast on the Friday after the election, was
strictly a WWE corporate event. A WWE episode summary indicates that the event focused on
several different wrestling matches, including “the biggest 10-Man Tag T'earn Match in SmackDown
history, with the blae bmnd chiming victory.” Mitch Passero, Rawlts: Yelow, Black and Biss,
WWE.xom, Nuv. 5, 2010 (Exhibit 7). :

.Given that geither Ms. McMahon nor Senator Blumenthal was referenced of idedtified in any of the

foregoing WWE promotional activities and communications, none of them as a matter of law
triggered. tite candidate-refercnce cantent standard in Section 109.21((0Q-

Although the “Make-A-Wish” Foundation television advertisement did display a fleeting image of
Ms. McMahon's likeness for less than = sevond, the communication nevertheless did not satisfy the
candidate-reference standard because the communication did not meet the legal test for referencing
a clearly identified federal candidate. Approximately five seconds ito the 30-sccead television:
advestisement, which sought to highlight WWZE’s Toagstmading cotemitment to end involvement
withi the “Maks-A-Wish” Foinvation, 2 profile imaaye of Ms. MdMiation appresed for kiss thm oue
second. S Vidne, WWE Supposts the Make-A-Wish Foundstion, Oct. 14, 2010,
http:/ /wewrw.youtube.cont/watchPv=S7fmdsZhP98 (last accewed Feh. 4, 2011). However, at ne
point in the advertisemant was Ms. McMahon's name er federal candidacy tefesenced and the
advertisement focused axclusively on WWE's well-eenblished relationship with the Make-A-Wish

'Foundnuon. The advertisement contnined the following sceip

Voicesver: For over 25 munts, Worid Wlut]mg Enterminenenn
has proandly supported the Manc-A-Wish Fomndatien.

Voiceover: Helping to grant wishes to children with hfe-
threatening xllnesses

David Williams: WWE grants more wishes for kids than any other

President & CEO, fessional s ization.

e son pro sports organization
Child #1: I was cryiug a littla bit. Mun, I was so excited.
Child #2: It was amazing to meet him . . . and it was very

awesome and I'just want to thask Make-A-Wish.

Id
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The Commission has appropriately concluded in the past that not all references to a candidate’s
nanm or likasess are considered to be ceferencee to-cisatly idensifiesi fedeml candidasa within tho
meaniog of Cammission regulations and has emphasized that the Commissinn is naot precluded
“from making 2 determination that the specific fiets and circumstances of a particular case indicate
that certain advertisements do not refer to a clearly identified Federal candidate and, hence, do not
constitute electioneering commuaications.” FEC Adv. Op. 2004-31 (Datrow) at 4 (Sep. 10, 2004).
In Advisory Opinion 2064-31 (Darrow), a federal candidate was the founder, chief executive officez,

.and chairman of the board of a corpomtion bearing his name, Russ Darrow. See i at 1. The

compaity did built a valnable brand out of the mume “Russ Darrow,” hud a History of advectising its
products amil cecvices uting the'naeme “Russ Dazoow,” auxd planed to continne ta do so for tim
forcaseable fumare. Althoagh the caudidate’s litusess would not he featured in auy corpacats

. adyounsing, the candidate’s name would imevitably be referenand sevemi times becanse the

corporation’s name included the cendidate’s pante. See id at 22 The Commisgion concluded that

- such advertisements would not be considered electioneering communications because they did not
- refer- to- a-clearly identified-federal eandidate: : - The Commission reasoned- that-the -zeferences- to

“Russ Darrow,” when considered together with the other references in the advertisement, refen:ed
to 2 business entity snd not to the candidate. See i at 3.

The rationsdn of Advisory Omimian 2004-31 is clestly sppbmble to the WWE “Make-A-Wish”
Faundatian television advettizemant. The attmutisement’s bdef, one-second use of Ms. McMahon'’s
likeness, when considered together with the other references in the advertisement, were clearly
intended to refar to WWE and to WWE'’s business activities and oot to Ms. McMahon as a
candidate. Upoa information and belief, the image of Ms. McMahaon that was used in the television
advertisement was recorded many years ago while Ms. McMshon was the CEO of WWE and was
actively involved with the Make-A-Wish Foundation. The incidental reference to Ms. McMzahon’s

_ likeness was meant to refer to WWE'’s relationship with the Make-A-Wish Foundation and not to

Ms. McMahon’s candidacy. Given the relevant circumstances, and given the rationale of Advisory
Opinion 2004-31, the Comnsissioz should €ind that the WWE “Make-A-Wish” Foundation

television adventisement did mot reference a cleadly identified federal cmadidace withicr tho meaning
of Commnissidn reguirxions. ]

‘In ligh: of the fomgoing, there is 00 remion to believe that any of the WWE corporate promotional

activitios and commumcanons st issue satisfied the candldate-refe:enne content stagdzzd in Section
109.21(c) @)@

3 Pursuant to the fourth and final content standard, a public communication satisfies the content prong if it is an
electioneesing communication under 11 CER. § 10029 Because decmneenng communications must contain 2

reference to a clearly identified federal candidate, none of the WWE activities and communications at issue triggered this
content standard. .
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C. ‘The WWE “Make-A-Wish” Television Advertisement .Falls Within the
Commission’s Near Safe Harbor for Bugigens and Cammeraial
Communmnnns . Soeen

As was discussed above,- only one of the WWE corporate promouonzl activities and
communications identified in the Complaint—WWE's “Make-A-Wish” Foundation television
advertisement—was a public communication, which is a threshold predicate’ for finding a
coordinated commuaication under Commission zegulat:ons However, the Commission established

" a iew safe harbor for cortain busirress-related publlc commumications-~-such ws the WWE *Make-A-

Wish” Fuodstion teladiion adverdsnment—in the mvimd coordinated commiunivations
regulxiions whinit took offrct oa Decvnber 1, 2010. See Final Rules and Explaratian amd
Justification for Coardinnied Comwmusmications, 75 Fed. Reg. 55947, 55959 (Sept. 15, 2010).
Although the new safe hstbos did nat go inso effact until after the activity at issur took place, the

... Commission could nevertheless choose to apply the safe hatbor to this matter as 2 prudential master.
The safe hacbar: S '

excludes from the delinition ‘of a coordinsted communication =my public
communieation in which a Federal candidate is clearly identified only in his or her
capacity as the owner or operator of a business that existed prior to the candidacy, so
long as the publie cummunicnion does not PASO thm canditus or smother
carulitlate win seols the sume office, snd so kg a5 the communimitiom is consatent
with othan public communicstions made by the business puns to the candidacy . . .

75 Fed. Reg, at 55959. See alo 11 C.FR. §109.21) (2011).

The WWE “Make-A-Wish” Foundation ttlevision advertisement meets all of the fercpoing
requirements for application of the safe harbor. The WWE television advertisement contained only
a fleeting ithage of Ms. McMahon acting in her former capacity as the CEO of WWE, WWE existed
for decades prior to Ms. McMahon becoming a federal candidate, and the television advertisement
did not promote, suppb:r, attack, or opposc Ms. McMahon or Senater Blunenthal. Although the
Rezpondutm ame not privy to WWE’s oatin: corpomte advartisiog histarg, WWE is sghtrully prowd
of its iongsmnding relaticathips with sas ‘Idake-A-Wish” Foutxlation snd ‘othne chisiitable
organinatinns, and WWE appeass ta publigizz its corporsés suppart for these organizatians thaough
a wide variety of public ceoymunications. Accordingly, the Commission 25 2 pmdential oyattex
should apply the safe hartior for certain business and commercial transactions at 11 C.F.R.
§ 109.21() to the WWE “Make-A-Wish” Foundation television advertisement and find no r=ason to
believe that the advertisement constituted a coordinated communication on that basis alone.
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III.  There is No Reason to Believe That WWE Made and- stpondenu Accepted
Prohihitod Corporate ki-Kind Contributions pr

ot

. In addition to the Commission’s coordinated communications provisions, the Act and Commission

regulations also impose restrictions on expenditures coordinated with a candidate that are not public
communications. JSee 2 US.C. § 441a(a)(7)B)@) (“[E]xpenditures made by any person in
cooperation, consultation, or concert, with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate, his
authorized political committees, or their agents, shall be considered to be a conttibution to such
candiddre.”). The Commnission’s regulstions, which lsrgely track the Act, provide that any

. expenditure that it coordinaied or “mude in cooperation, cunsultatit;m o concert with, oc at the

reqinst ac suggestiox of, u oandidun, a cendidate’s authmrized committae, or « polifical jmarty
casnminae,” but that is nat made 28 a coordinmed coramusieation under Sectian 109.21, “Ss githar
an in-kind contdhution to, or 3 coordimated party expenditure with sespect to, the candidate oc

- political party committee with-whom or with which it was.coordinated and must be zeported as an

expenditure made by that candidate or political party committee. .. .” See 11 C.F.R. § 109.20(b).

Following the eaactment of the Bipartisan Canpaign Reform Act (“BCRA”), the Commission
reurganized gad reumbeed its ccordinttion regulations. The definition of “coordinat

inserted into Section. 109.20(a) and Section 109.20(b) was moved from Section 109.1(c). See
Explanation and [ustificution for Final Rules on Coordinated and Indspindent Expenditures, 68 Fed.
Reg 421, 425-36 (Jaa. 3, 2003). The Commiasion has mdioned thet the myming of Sextion
109.26¢h), which was based upon the original Act, teas not intonded to be climged or altssed upon

“the passage af BCRA. S id at 425.

It is clear that the foregoing coordination restrictions are limited as a matter of law to expenditures
that are made for the purpose of influencing a federal election. See 11 CFR. § 109.20(b) (“Any
expenaiitars ‘thast 8 coordinated within the meaning of paragraph () of this section . . . is considered
cither an in-kind contribution to, or a coordinated party expenditure with respect t:o, the candidate
or political patty committee with whotn or with which it was coordinated . . .”) (enphasis added).
Sev alwo 2 US.C. § 441a(a)(7)B)(®) (“[E/xpenditures made by any person it cooperation, consultation,
or voncert, wich, or at tim et or supgustion of, 1 cazdidate, his authonuesd polivical cotmnittees,
or thuir age'sm, shall he coosidased to be a aantribedon to mmh candidate.”) (empdntein edded).
Basad ngon the pldin maming aof the Act 20d Camniitsian tegulntions in this sren, the Comminsion
has emphasized that apart from coamdipated comsmnications, coordination restsictions ave limited
to expenditures that are made for the purpose of influencing a fedecal election. See FEC Advisory
Opinion 1981-44 (Friends of Les Aspin) at 2 (noting that the “legislative history of 2 U.S.C.
441a(a)(7) indicates that to be considered as a contribution under [2 U.S.C. 441a()(7)(B)], an

. expenditure must ‘aid a candidate in a manner indistinguishable in substance from the direct

payment of cash to a candidate’ The camrdidste who is aided in such a fashion is thus regarded a3
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havmg:ecuvedacontnbuuon &omthepeaonmahngtheexpendmmu")(inmdanuons
omitted).

The WWE corporate promotional activities and .communications at issue are plainly not subject to

the coordination restrictions coritained in 2 US.C. § 441a(a)(7)(B)() and 11 CF.R § 109.20(b)

because none of the WWE activities and communications were expenditures under: the Act made

. for the purpose of influencing a federal election. Rather, as was detsiled above, the WWE

corporate activities and communications identified in the Complaint were bona fide corporate

programs and efforts designed to defend \WWE in the face of public criticism snd to promote

WWE's corpoaate izmgge. Accordingly, them s mo reason to bekeve that WWE mnde and the-
Responsenss aocepted aoy prohibited corporate in-kind. conmtiibutiens mnder 2 US.C.

§ 441a(2)(7)(B)() and 11 C.F.R. § 109.20(b).

For all of the reasons set forth above, the Commission should find no reason to believe that a
violation occurred and should promptly distmiss the Complamt.

Sincerely,

ST

Michaei E. Toner
Brandis L. Zeh:

cc Cynthia Bauerly, Chair
Caroline Huntet, Vice Chair
Donald McGahn, Commissioner
Matthew Petersen, Commissioner
Steven Walther, Commissioner
Ellen Weintraub, Commissioner
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WWE Corporate - Fans "Stand Up For WWE" _ ' Page 1 of |

2010 NEWS

FANS "STAND UP FOR WWE"

October 18, 2010

STAMFORD, Conn., October 18, 2010 - MmmmmuﬂﬂhngElmmmeUch
wws'mmwumlgnhwuummwwsmmmmmm.hdmemmmum
Twiliar. WA invitee fans to veias their support 101 the aasepeny beaswaa il has same undar unizir pind isand attwch fram cortein

poiiiclens and madia autiets. WWE will carct facsus! inacausaiies that have bean taportad about tha campagy during his election -
season.

Videos will feature Vince McMahon, WWE Chairman and CEO, along with saveral WWE Superstars discussing various topics
including WWE’s PG conlent, trestment of WWE'’s futi-time employees and its performers, and WWE's Talent Heaith and Wellness
Program. in addition, the videos will highlight WWE's longsianding commitment to give back to communities thraugh literacy
programs, syppot o e willgsy awd S fstieling, tine mumes! “Titbual To'!'-'l'hll'i"lﬂiyspoclalmdheomny’sm
thaa 26 yims mumsiohehip with; (he Saies-iA-\iish Fommiiolm.

“Tiedl rnuamly 808 fui-nme WWWE menpiyous, os wall 38 1t 140 Hupmemmre, all wolk fa mm—n—llp-nmuuqle'wf-m
soki iinsg highigien, Chnisten wad C&0, WWE “Tha inemexmsile media reports about our company are not only an injustice but an
insult to cur miflions of fans worldwide."

. Warld Wre<tling Entarisionrent, Inc., a sraviicly teaded cqinpany (NYSE: WWE), ls a intggrated raardin ergaaizalion and roeqqnizad
leacer in girkal entansinment. Tha cempany consiss of a portictio of businesses tnit create and deliver original content 52 weeks
8 yoar b » giobal audience. WWE is committed to family-friendly, PG content across afl of Rs platforms includihg television

, pay-per-view, digital media and publishing. WWE progremming Is broadcest in more than 145 countries and 30
uramum-m-g;’-mmunmm_m Tha asmpany .Mhzfmh?m . with afficee in
NewYark, 1,03 Angejes, London, Shanghal, Singapgme, Toxya, Toronin angl Nexskq itiongl informatioh on World
Wrestiing Entertainment, inc. (NYSE: WE)muhnmnmmandemehMﬁ our giokal
mMmmemmnM

Addiilanal hforlnlﬂon on World Wrastiing Eatertainroent, inc. (ﬁYBE: WWE) can be foand ot Wah.mmm.

Trademarks: All WWE programming, talent names, images, iikenesses, siogans, wrestling moves, trademarks, copyrights and
logys um tie emimsiee property of World Wrestling Entertainment, Inc. and its subsidiaries. All other trademarks, logos and
copyrighis s the property of their respective owners.
Foremrd-Lacking Statements: This news release conlains forward-looking statements pursuant to the safe harbor provisions of the
smumuiummmdms.mummbmsmmummmmmmmme
risks reiating to maintaining ard renewing key agreements, including television distribution agreements; the need for continually
devéloping creative and entsirtaining programming; the continued importance of key performers and the sarvices of Vincent
Mokl wve sosdiies of S rmekety i wisich swe omapele; ssmnpuens of tise Cowpmap's banads; mmise sad ssuminsndinn
witla thous rnilie/s; snasdalntion miskng 1o risgeiateng dind Iigssian auliory; (el samiting fawn Gy highty oaupellivameiine of
cunmatitpln; the mpasiance of praincling our istefigatos! gmperty and complying with the intellectual property rights of athers; risks
gsnealaiad with pendueisig five svants inth demneiaally snd lnlscaationally: usartainting asscointod with ictemsiionel mesinls;
riska celafing to our film business and any sew business inltietive which we may undwiaks; risks relating 10 e largs number of
shares of common stock controjied by membars.ef the McManon family; and ciher risks and thcion get forth irom time to time in
Company filings with the Securfties and Exchange Commissian. Actual resofts could differ materially from those cutrently expected

or anticipatad. in seiton, oor dividend is significant and W depenseEnt o1 @ numbier of factors, Ihstading, mmorg othar Mings, ur
liquidy an Mgioricet) =nd preyeoted =aU fiow, mnp-n fiRutthg aflemwitivs o of caplial), our finanJill sesulto and
comition, om el pad eyl rowiiclins:s on S payimes! of Byisgaris, penami cuumic a8 SR RRE /0 uendiioms dd mek
:\rﬁ:lnnuulddl_hqu-umumau—hﬁmm-@ilmmh

http://corporate. wive.com/news/2010/2010_10_18.jsp 1/14/2011
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WWE Corporate - Fan Appreciatior; Day Saturday October 30th in Hartford

2010 NEWS

FAN APPRECIATION DAY SATURDAY OCTOBER 30TH IN HARTFORD _

Sepiember 30, 2010

STAMFORD, Conn., Sapiember 30, 2d1o-w«nwmmmmmwwdnymummmwwm
Apmﬁonbaymuﬂllhnctnhmrhm CT on Saturday, October 30 at 3:00 p.m. featuring WWE®'s biggest
Supsiesiam. ntwumnmmmnwlnummmmulwmmtmuuwnm

m-nlibo'a'!iﬁji Suipmiy” feitturing Supercinre Fum bl e Dev@® s SmackDUvR banals el “Phe Gomm” Tame:
H retumns for one time only at Fan Appreciation Dgy. Matches will include Randy Orlon® vs. Wade Barrelt™ for the WWE
Championship; “The Big Red Monster” Kans vs. “The World's.Largest Athiote™ The Big Show for the World Heavywsight
Champisnsfip Makck urd Rey Mysee® vs. Alberto Disl Rb™. Otfrer WIVE Superstans schauliled to sppeer include Bieamus

MVPD), Bmiel Brgen™, Yhe Nis®s, Wi Diisuc Meie seCouist ieuly Nelly anl) fnasy nmre.

Whhmnmmm&mnmnmImmnuammmwnlmummlmuuhuwme
mmmlynmdwmmw which ho2ted WrestieManic® Xl as'well as ceurfiess 50M-out Raw and SmackDown

events,” sald WWE Chairman and CEO Vince McMahon. “We look forward to thanking our fans for their continued support and
mmmm

Ticgis jor WA'E's Fan Apmsnistion Oay ewent go an avis Tumadiay, o'msmamw-ununcurmmmu
wny ickelgiaatar.cas: or tr calling Tickstmaster charge by phone at 1-800-745-3000.

Workd Wrestiing Enjertainment, Inc., 8 publicly traded company (NYSE: M).bmwmwnw

feader in giobal-thteftainment. The company cansists of a portfolia of businesses that creats and deliver original content 52 weeks

8 yusr b a global gudience. WPE i conmnilted to farnily-friendly, P confind across afl of its platforms inciiding television
-programming,- pay-per-view, digitat media ang whlhhlun WWE prgramming is. bropdcast jo more than, 145 countries.and 30. .

hw“m“mmnsmm mes woridwida. The company is hesdquartered in Stemford, Cann., with offices In

New Yark, Los Angeies, Chicago, London.smm Singbpors, Tokyo, Toroolo and Mexico City. mmwmmnonww
Enwtrtainmunt, inc. (NYSE: WWVE) cam be found at wwe.com and corporsee.wwe.tom. Fer Iffom:3tisn en our glosal
ScivitNw, go 1 hitp:Bewe wins.comworidwidh/.

Media Contacts:

Investor Contact:
Michael Weitz
* 203 332 8642

Trademarks: Al WWE programming, talent names, images, likenesses, siogans, wrestling moves, rademarks, copyrights'and
logas am ire ensisalve property of World Wrestiing Enlemlunml. inc. and its subsidiaries. Al ather trademarks, logos and
copydaiis 2m e property of their respective owners.

Forviasl-borising Stasnasis: This aews release contains lorward-looking statements pursuant to the safe harbor provisions of the
Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1985, which are subject to various risks and uncertaintios. These risks and uncertainties include
risks relating to maintaining and renewirig key agreements, including television distribution agreements; the need for continually
dovenging cretive S entermaisim) grenmnoing, £10 camibiesll tRponu ey Bf Ney (utinmers i Fg) Sevilns ¢f Vmpgt
Molfiskun; the exaibons of ine martein in viin:as ewipete; asoboives of e Caspenyis irauds, media BRY GunEREnEn
widhin Somn markes; ungarainlics rfalin t mchaioay aud fitigation matters; risks resulting from the highly competitive nature of
ourmmms.hlmmneoolnmahguhuﬂemummwmmmlhumnmmﬂgMMMﬂw
associsted with producing five events both domestcally and intemationally; uncertainties associsted with intemngational markets;
Mlmemrllmm_mawrmhuhMMomhvnmmr_nlll-.gtmlwambwl
shisws ot cummmn slinik coMARNd 8y members of 510 MbriShon lanity; and cther (S ang Rellurs set Rl Smw Tmd to Bwe
Commpuny Sings with 0 S5sorisce und Exxivangs Gemeission. Pt reeulls could @Ner mutitlg from Ues Senerily enpuRed
or paiiig, v misstian, wor chssbeid iz sig (et anil s deypminel w0 8 ssisor of fuobd @, ingiialing, wnom) sthes lings, our
Tiquidity sma iotosiael nes] mmistiett ans: Now, syien|s pins Geiniing stianeatios wes of cayrial), oas Gegooiel Pasidie sed
comilion, imniest ead Ingai andsictiniex o e pirpeant of (hisesds, garembenmomsic sed Iampetithre axtilisos oid sech
other fnetecs aa ons Banrd of Disantors mgy enngisise snlnunal, Joslaiing @ wahos iy the NeMzhan tamily of & martios of the

http://corporate.wwe.com/news/2010/2010_09_30.jsp
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WWE Shaw: Vince McMahon Encourages Fans To Vote Tuesday; Does Not Mention Linda's R... Page | of 2

CAFrToLwATCH

HOME | ABOUT | CTPOLITICS | EMAIL | RSSFEED

R Trv FREE Breakin News Mobile Text Aterts; [ichae Phons 2 . ZREREN wers o

. L.GOP"S Oan Doblcaiia Precicta M., |Maln |' Curigy’s Diner; Eptery For Pol.b  ;
WWE Show: Vivce MéManon Encoursges Fans To Vote
Tuesday; Does Not Mention Linda's Run For U.S. Senate

By Chrisinpher Keating en Oclaber 30, Iw":IINIMIM.EEm—_

i _Use]  Buthe first of mus iriencs 1o Me i

HARTFORI) - Lindmitieliahen naver showed up.

More than 15,000 cheering fans.arrived af the XL Center in Hartford on Saturday as World
poares e ==) - Wil EMSRINENT hosted Fani Appreciation Bay-tothank thelans for coninuing to = ! » 1=+ - N
suppant professionel wemailing in apite & critioisess of MeMahon during the pest year.

MciMshon has spent moro than $4§ million of ber gvin money in her long quest fer the U6,
Senate seat against Republican primery onponenis and in Tuesday's slection againat
Damocret Richard Blumenthal, Her high-profile husband, Vince, has become more
outspdien in the race recently, and he scimduled the fan appreciation day on the Ssturdsy
befars tha slesthn.

11044303457

One Muwy Inle the HwweWiour Sew, Vince NEMion oioppus ML the fng anll alidresses e
hard-qaee fens.

*Some peopia may Gk | wes going 1o talk sBout poilics odsy,~ MCMENon told the crawe.
M-MhWMNMIbcmthMETW.“mh
you're voling, feel free to wear 8 WWE T-shint.”

. '|ul-_oulhraﬁnw-ymnRM'houId.Wsmmhmh'ﬂllm.lrs
. . sbout fan apprecistion. No one appreciaies the fans more than World Wrestling
. Entertaivme.

WWE, McMakon said, haa hesn aubjoct 1o “ont and out Bes by some politicians™ and “subject
{o distortion, equivacation by some members of the medis” during the U.S, Senate

' campaign. Bierius Nve besn witeas et The B0sWe of wirous wrasiien, 96 wedl o3
commisinig abcat smalsi (1e in Bw spak

Linda McMahon's campaign had originally said that she would attend Saturday’s show, but
she did met. Winn askad far e resson why ahe did nol ansad. campaign spoknsnen & .
Pate ankl, “"Wa purposely had a Suid schadula o allow her flexibility. Linda can't be in two
places st one lime. She'e ke to be.”

On Salgainy. oha wes in Weajpast, Sguikgert, Siamiord, Greenwich, snd Denbury.

The WWE show - in the 15,000-8ea! arena - cams on the same aftemoon 96 8 massive rally
In Brideport in The Arena at Harbor Yard as President Bassck Obsma hosted hard-core

- Democrets and urged them to vole on Tussday In the same way that McMahon urged them
to vots.

A random sampling of fans at the XL Center showed widespread support for Linda McMahon
amid u namty Cungysign uf iglevisien commesiols amsi critaien of violunes 954 the treRwent
, of waman n professional wrastiing.

“Thev's stiaghing her lamily amsinasa, which s nat resily foit,” suld 24-year-aid EXlwanen
Thucxian of ‘éewnes, whe tni ymished wresiling with tee inlies vidusily har ssiing [i52. "She's
not going sher Biumenthal's family,”

) http:/)blogs.cminnt.eomlcapitol_waﬁcMﬂlO/ 10/hartford-linda-mcmahon-never.html 2/2/2011
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Thurston crfticized the Blumenthal campaign for paying for the father of formes wrestier Chrig
Benoit i fiy 1o Heslixu to ik aken kis con's sulmiie giter g he famiy enters.

“H was hiz son who killed his family, not Linda McMahon,” Thurston said.

Middieionn rexige® Boo Jacobsen, witvy has lied in Coruclizut for 2F of his 39 yeurs, said
he did nat know much about Blumenibal. But he dig know that he is voting for McMahon.
1ﬁnﬁ_ﬁkhmﬁuﬂl_ﬁllmﬂnﬁmﬂ:.—limnmhu-
m-mm'ﬂm'nnummummmr e
mmmmmum.n.u.hmﬁmmmmmm&-b
celsbrale his birthaay. Despile living outside Connecticut, Pitaro said he was highly familiar

with the paitionl coce fam wnaaKisiy wed silee. He thinks MeASibn hiow e usfsicly
critiand,

“That's the wiite point of the standing up W Une WVIE carmpalgn. If's Aind of an unfstr’
thing,” Pitsro said. “Unjortunately, the lest | heard is she's a 10-point traller.”

MciMalt i han beun tahiil Blursnithel by deobis-slohe in vadous @aie, aod 8 raw
Quinniaiae tnlversity [l is expeeied te be missand Mandsy maming.

Catogarios: Rmack CiernsSie Jniai cole Sovvialiman Daxfe Kal( s o buniac PO b vd @il varthel
Tags: Basach.Onre D QainsinOich Slcosoiink il Erasliataitaision

WWE Show: Vince McMahan Encourages Fans To Vote Tuesday; Does Not Mention Linda's R... Page 2 of 2

L= swmmiem i s e men tee o

http://blogs.courant.com/capito]_watch/2010/10/hartford-linda-memahon-never htral |

2/2/2011.
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WWE: TV Shows > Raw > Archive > 04/09/2007 > Articles > Arena Report - Arena at Harbor Y... Page ] of 2

Areﬁé'Report - Arena at Harbor Yard

By: Noah Start
Wrilten: April 8. 2007

Tonight, Raw will roft into Bridgeport, Conn. and the .
Arena at Harbor Yard. This 10,000-seat multi-purpose o
arena is the permanent home to the Bridgeport Sound '
Tigers jce hockey team and the Fairfield University Stags.

Although the arena has only been around since 2001, it

has hosted a stew of extRting VWWE events.

in November of 2002, when Raw first visited the arena,
RVD thrilled WWE® fans by coming out on top in an
exciting Triple Thmat idatch.  March of 2004, Chiis
Benoit dafeated Matt Hardy in Bridgepost on a night that

aiso featured Mick Foley’s book party.

On Dasamber 36, 2005, the Amwna at Harber Yaud saw
Mr. Mahizkon ultering the infarens wards: “Don’t make
me screw you,” to Shawn Michaels. That same evening, a
- group of Supestars.inciuding Carlitc, John Cemaand .,
Kanve competed th a Beat tha Clock Mstch for the last
spot in the New Year's Reamslution Ellwénation Chanber.

For a look inside Bridgeport's Arena at Harbor Yard,
catch Raw at 9/8 CT on USA Network!

AIMNEmanmilq.Umlmm'u.m.lm slogans, wresting moves, mm.mmmmmmmmmmydm.mm
copyrights are tha property of their respective owners. ©-2011 WWE, Inc. All Rights Reserved.

http://www.wwe.com/shows/raw/archive/04092007/articles/arenaatharboryard 2/112011




118443203460

-~
.

WWE: TV Shows > Raw > Archive > 04/09/2007 > Articles > Arena Report - Arcna at Harbor Y... Page 2 of 2

This websile 's Dases o wiz Unted S1zles. By submiting personal inforvation Ly this s Iy VOU &5 G vyt RIONPauon being mainigined m the Unitsg fxavn
differenl than M8 [aw - you neme sounhy, )

: http:llwww.wwe.eom/shoanlmhivdM92007/arﬁclesImmthmboryard 2/1/2011
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WWE: TV Shows > Raw > Archive > 08/21/2006 > Articles > Arena Report - Arena at Harbor Y...

Arena Report - Arena at Harbor Yard

By: Ariiiasy R
Whlp ArpeA O, ki

R doesn't asam ke eight months, but that's how long it has been since RAW made its tast appesrance In Bridgeport,
CT. t was December 28, 2005 in the Arena at Harbor Yard when Vince McMahon ultered thoss inlsmous words,
“Don mske me screw you,” 1o Shawn Michesis. The threst hes come back 1o haunt The Cheirman In the worst way
mnwmmwmmmnummxwmmumxmm
the pranksrers have prossn ot atifly E-overpower snathoity, Witk the IRSRishc-s 21 (X inelly call  tnd?

On Dacember 26, (he thems was “beat the clock” as Carliio, John Cena, Michaels, Chris Masters, Kurt Angle and
Kane competsd to be namud the (ast men 10 entor e Eiminstion Chamber st New Year's Ravolution. On March 8,
2004 an AW, Evolition highlightad tha shas o ihey inlanpted Mish Folay's book aarty. The nisht siaa fatumad
Clniu Briswih whizting down Madl Hardy, RAW' first Uip 10 Bridgeport oo Rigwessbar 1/, 2002 was headined by Reb
Yag Dam's Triple Threat win owar Booker T and Chris Jaricho. The victory led t0 a chancs at the World Heavywaight
Championship 23 well 83 2 new aliiance with Shawn Michaels.

Just Over A YR/ 590, SunacEown s itg Sanl aseasi nink 49 Havbes Yambwiesm Unsiariaker wawas! to end Reody
Ortan's legord-kiling streak. Maw, ane dey a8ar his (ose (o the lageng of all legends, will Orton st consider himsel!
the Legend Kiler? Could Hulk Hogan heva possibly humbied the young Supersiar?

The Arena sesls 10,008 and fisyed host to the regional reunds of the NCAA women's baghaiball toumnament this
yaur. it nes only teen Emadtty since 2007, Tut WWWE haa paid & visit every yusr since. Tonight's diow prosnises to
be a3 exuling a3 evar 83 fins thet it gt erugh watching SuihmarSikm won't Ruve to wait long for the after
party.

‘ . Wil Balry tewe umything W sy sher Diing toriied by the “Natuis Bay™ in tast night's “) it Mateh, ua will ke g2
. numing e ksrgaver fansa the Bigppst Pidins! the unmman? ba geid shange:: Saesa isstaight, but will Kana enestie

a hmmmmmmmmumwwummmm
',mmmmuwpmd'apmmﬁumaudmﬁimm%i
RAW wnd u.-om-u.mn-ummummmdnﬁﬂmmﬂ_mummu&

"Page 1of 1

MMM.wa.mmmmmmm“mmhm property of WWE, Inc. and s subsidiarias. Al other Uademarks. 10903 ond

capyrighia are tha proparty o hel rasnociive owners. € 2011 WWE. nc. All Rights Ressrvod.

This watalie is Sagod in the Unkod States. By submiling persons] information 1o tis website you Gon 0 your being n the Unheg Sistes. subject i0 spplicabla U.S. laws, U.S. iz may be

diferend than the law of your home country.

http://wwrw.wwe.com/shows/raw/archive/08212006/articles/arenareportbridgeport

2172011




v mmanp  smp

11844303462

BRIDGEPORT 'CHAOS': 21,000 ballots readied for 69,000 registered voters - Conne_cticut Post  Pagelof4

BRIDGEPORT 'CHAOS": 21,000 ballots al The Kiein sorornc e orseporn
readied for 69,000 registered voters Vs M Hg&"&%&ma '
Staff Reperts -

Published: 02:43 a.m., Wednesday, November 3, 2010 L - n%ﬁszﬁ Aa'l'm

BRIDGEPORT -- It will be an election that will be

remembered for years to came.

SN AN  FRI 1/14 8:00pm
Not becbuso of who won or bsst, but because of what e DOORS OPEN AT 7:00pm
happened in Bridgeport. '

Nat enough ballots at many polling stations caused long lines, and ballots had to be photocopiedand
delivered to the polls by police. Frustrated citizens left without casting ballots and Superior Court Judge
Marshod Berger osdared abum a poiting placen te stay open ao exira twn howrs, untd 10 piom

But that led to more confusion. No one, not even Republican Registrar of Voters Joseph Borges, knew )
‘which polling pldces the order applied to. ‘After the 8 .ifi. closifig, Borges was sfill waitifig for the
court's order.

At Geraldize Jdbzuoa Schinol, an ahusrver mxd somn neople weye let i after 8 p.10., thun sent home
withon! baing allowed to vote.

Then Repuhlieans claimed that people voted in Bridgeport dlstncts other than their home districts
_ witbout receiving proper approval and possible fraud in absentee ballot applications and votes, which
assure one thing -- this election will be something for the state and federal courts to sort out.

"Something doesn't smell right,” said Dennis Kingston, who waited nearly 9o minutes to vote at Central
High School late Tuesday afternvon. "Either somebody didn't do their job or this is an exampie of
" dirty pofitics.” -

Kinguomn wercched ae frustuted voters exiting for ballois simply left.
"No one kept us apprised as to what was going on," he said. "No one was telling us what to expect.”
About 6:30 p.m. he said police arrived with a stack of photocopied ballots.

He voted and slid it in-the top of the scanner. Now, after hearing Secretary of the State Susan Bysiewicz
say phumoplal balHots wonild be: humd-cowniced, Kmgoton wondcrud wirether his vote will zoumt at all.

mmd, he sxid. "I'm really angry. This is an nnpnntlnt electian to me."
That was repeaied thraughant the city.

At Blackharm School, Drew Auth arrived with his wheelchair-bound wife about 4:30 p.m. They had rio
problem getting a ballot. Their problem began when they tried to cast the ballot. They waited and waited
and waited as the line behind them grew longer and longer and longer.

http://www.ctpost.com/news/article/BRIDGEPORT-CHAOS-21-000-ballots-readied-for-787274....  1/10/2011
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BRIDGEPORT 'CHAOS": 21,000 ballats readied for 69,000 registared voters - Conaecticut Post ~ Page 20f4

The vote scanner was broken, he was told.
“I finally shouted: “Has anyone called the Secretary of the State?" " he said.
His response was met with "that’s a good idea” by poll workers, Auth said.

Eventually, he and others were told to slip the ballot into a side slot of the tabulator, where it would be
counted menually latar.

“I just hope all parties are represented when these votes are counted,” Auth said.

Centrdl and Blhckltun waren't the only treuble sputs. _

Mayar Bill Fi_:hmidhnheaodofissﬂm at every city poling place except Hooker School.

ﬁe mayor akid anly 21,000 ballets were ondr.red by the registtnrs in a city that has nearly 68,000

registered voters. Twenty-four of 25 polls reported that they ran out of ballots.

. "We't'e going to find out what happened,” he said. "I'm very upset about this ... I intend to get to the
_ bottom of it."

PO o

So does, Chns Healy, chmrman of the state Republican Party, wha VOWS to challenge the electo'al prooesa.
in the Park City.

Meanwhile, Ernest Newton, the farmar stlite sunator fsom the: city's Eaat End, said changes nenl  be
made -- in the Gureral Assembly.

"If I were iu office, I'd be drafting a bill tomorrow requiring ail towns to crder enangh ballotsto cover the
number of registered voters,” he said. "People at Dunbar School were going home after being told there
were no ballots. The president was here Saturday urging people to vote. And we don't have enough
ballots? This is crazy. The Houme and Senate have to step &irward anx do something.”

It was only thres weeks ago that Newton regained his right to vute after sexrving a federal prison tern on
oormptmn charges. He spent the past several weeks urging others to register and vote.

Voting in Bridgeport was extended to 10 p.m. after widespread ballot shortages. But long hnes of angry
and disapptinied vatars formed ot severnl poHing statinas, inelwling Cantrat High, Read, Park City
‘Magnet, Black Rock, Hooker, Winthrop and Tharme schools. At Winthrop, vaters hecame a0 angry that
police had to be called to calm the crowd.

"It's been chaos at the voting booths at Central High School today," acmrdmg to former City Council
member Anthony Minutoli, a moderator.

"People are gaivg muy omd ] don't blama tham," he said, adding that a man was arrested for refusing to
leave the voting station.

" "Aslong as everybody is in the door by 8 p.rm., they will be able to vote,” he said. "This has been an

Election Day nightmare. I'm never working Election Day again."

http://warw.ctpost. cominews/article/BRIDGEPORT-CHAQS-21-00-baliots-readied-for-787274....  1/10/2011
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'BRIDGEPORT 'CHAOS": 21,000 ballots readied for 69,000 registered voters - Connecticut Post Page 3 of 4

.Haly argued that voting hours should not be extended.
The mayor’s office used reverse-g11 phone calls to alert residents that polls were opén later.

Secretary of the ‘State Susan Bysiewicz said voting was extended two hours "because of the grave potential
for neoplx to be disenfranchiseil in Bririgeport.” She added, “We ane vary thenkful that the judge has
taken this extraordinary measure to protect the iVl rights af vdters in Bridgepart.”

The state Democratic Party sued because of the ballot shortage, and the state Republicans challenged the
extension of polling honrs.

Some peupic who waiced more than an hour to vote angrily left their polling stations without casting
votes. Some people were told by police to come back later.

Monigue Ivy, of Rroaklawn Avenue, waited to vote in the lobby of Central High School for 90 minutes
before casting her vote.

"A lot of people were angry and left,” she said of the ballot shortage. "But (the volunteers) were good
about it, they walked up and down offenng everyone pizza."

Ivy emerged frem the s&xool at 7-15 p.m., spor!mg an "I vdted" pm on her shxrt.

"For me, people died for my right to vote. My forefathers went through a lot worse to cast their vote, so I
was guing %0 wuit o matter wimt."

City Councilman Rohert Walsh said mare then 100 people wnre waiting in line nt his poll. Walsh said they
‘were angry, frustrated and canldn't understand how ballots could run out.

There were also reports that some of the candidates’ names were left off ballots
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WWE: TV Shows > SmackDown > Archive > 11/05/2010

Results:
Yellow, black and blue

By: harth Pagnaro
Nuvemb 5, 200

BREDGEGRT, Comn. -~ Just iike they did on the Oct. 1
sa330n premiers on Syfy, The Nexus invaded
SmackDawn. Howtver, J¥S time the nigit ewed in the
biggest 18-z Tag Tes Miich in SmwetDoem
hisbpwy, with Urd bius brams slsmor) iy viswey.
Edge, Mol Kingsion, Al Oel R, Big Show & Ward
Heavyavight Cismpioz [Cane . DRttt (Rung,
WWE Tag Teams Champior: Justin Gabel, WWE Tag
Team Champion Heath Stater, Michasl McGiicuty & -
Husky Haris In a 10-Man Teg Team Match (WATCH |
PHOTOS) .
Afsr The Nexos Syaiterst 10 take over SmacxDown st
the steet shiee mght, ™e bive ane's Buperstds
defewsad thair turf in @ massive 10-Men Tag main
ovedt. fiengd Ayt Oul Nie i oilnakly setiing
awily from the (mikie, sad wiusices diflomeanos smaandl
themnsinan, the bivs hraad vea gbig to nad Tha
Nexn (n e cloaing memabls of the wer, The Rated-R
- Superstar svoided a chokeslam from his own teammate
—Wortd Heavyweight Champion. Kanie — then Speared.
* boliy Tno Big Akd M=y grid Davill Oiariga to get the

© winferhisttum-Comte No. 1-eonteriiermis bls.. -~ - - . . . ... ..

monmpas inba funviwr Susion against Kend®
(Pravine)

Tyter Neks ae?. Chris Mesters (WATCH | PHOTOS)

" In s conlinued GUUSt (o mgks 8 hame ey himesoll, Tyrr
Re wvont wugum;i Chrls Masirs. Uing hil steugth
and power, Reks picked up sn impressive and
dominating win sgainst The Masterplace.

+  Offialal SdnsizDenm Coansilact Mickie Guarmuro def.

NXT Rookie Diva Kelttyn (WATCH | PHOTOS)
After Officis] SmackDown Cengultant Vickie Guemero

. afacked her NXT Rookie Diva Kaltyn eartier in the

night, the two squared off in an official match. By using
the ring sonea! Ty lavemgs, Wiaise nrm abip i pin
Kailip smi gat the win,

The Wuxus sitecive oy Wywiane, WS snd

Kamx (VETONy

Bossniss of & sas! sBack by Tha Manwe, My dhsirie
* would nst 9o on o aamasts in the mezshea fein avnst
10-Man Tog Tasm Match. And not content with just one
dastardly deed, the yeflow and biack clad members also
assupiigtl VWP mu imel from ot of nowhese, lomsing
them ngullering i5r sever.

MVP ant. "Dasinng™ Coay Fodis and Drtw Mcintyre
n un Mcestinennl Chenplivarly RuTFing MUt
(WATCH | Fomy Ty

Fommr g \bem (Rsamiam, Opdy Riwnins 25 Dy
Mciniysa inpled] with sach oher and MVP for a chanee
to hansaa the Ne. T caniasder to the Intercontinental
Chamgpionship. After a herd-fought strugg'e, MVP
clsifod vittery Uy s¥=mng MUwpre. lent wodk, MVP
will {hoe 1n%meonsnerns Chawston Suiph Nggler Ina
ttle metth wn Ssenuws. l will not be the first time
the e ey Mgt for Zigale’s iis Om e Ost. § (ubet
on Pulli, MVP laani Usghir fsr e shacpiowitlp, bid
the maich anded when Tha Mawnaftsokad. (WATCH)

Inbeumisiivesiiel Bhavion Deiph Egierwi. JTG
(WRECH | PROTNS) ’

n esrrvvmnsling fashisn, ntwcyiicental Glmsagian Qeire
iggler b2 JTG with the g 2ag thon put him awgy with
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a sleeper hoid. After the decisive viclory, NXT Rookie
Oive Kadiyn same out b the riag = snogehdui: Ziggler.
Infuripiad and jacinus, \iclie Guars) o anps) inla the
ring. ftar sarancaing "Dolgh wis mine Gm1,” Guarem
viciously siapped Kekiyn acroas the fece, knodking her
o the canvas. Still ivid, Guerrero had to be kept at bay
Dy the ref 1o prevent more chsos. Alterwerd,
SmackOown Gumerst Manager Trisotiore Long agreed
1o give Guamero & math with KaRiyn iter in ihe mght.

Edga vs. Alberto Del Rio ended in a No Contast
(WATCH | PHOTOS)

Afigr driving hmsaif e ringside in & Rally Goyce, Alwso
Del Rio took an Bdge one-on-one for the first ime ever.
Howsey, just when it laciiad ke the No. 1 contender to

Worlj Hosvywsinhi Champion® Kane was going lo put
away The “Easenciy of Excaliance,” T Nuxus invaded

SmbdxCem, Wit Dbttt Otungu, Jusin Guundl, Heoth
Siater, Nicheat Meiticutly and Musky Harlls i1
(aking euhr SMevADOwWn, Rig Shew, Rey Nyssrio sl
Kada jéired Eige in helping diive s ho arm bomied
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